To  thePublifhers  of  th eBoflonGazette- 

&c.  Containing  an  Anfwer  to  the  Rev.  Mr 

Prince  s  Letter,  inferted  in  faid  Gazette,  on 
tiic  26th  of  January  1756, 


— . . 

MeJJieurs  Edes  Gill, 

IT  is  a  fatisfaftion  to  me  to  find,  by  your  natter  nr.t »  <  .  .  „ 

reverend  and  learned  a  perfon  as  Mr  pP  2<5til  mftant,  thatfo 

■■  hold  hi,  K  o*-t  wilSf  “  »wi«h. 

“  Ledure,  of  the  natural  caufes  nf  p  1/  have£lven>  m  my  printed 
much  the  fame  opinion  •  as  apnears  /  hTlakes>”  he  himfelf  being- of 
the  greater  weight  on  his  opinion  in  this  caf/  °r  h‘S’  And  1  l;:>' 

formed  upon  mature  deliberation  :  At  leaf!  he  ^  T'  j  “  feems  t0  have  bec« 
“  full  confutation,”  having  continued  in  Vh  lS-  lad  n°  “  want  of  time  for 
Jhe  firft  paragraph  of  this  paper,  which  make  ab°VC  28  -years  together, 

is  almoft  wholly  taken  up  in  giving  a  very  handf  f“  ?Uarter  Part  of  the  whole, 

Cal  erudition.  It  Jets  us  know  that  the  p  a  *  kilofopkical  and  Theolovi - 
“  account”  of  all  the  fame  things.wLJl  ba™g  »"«>  a  «  brief 

“  ttcularly,”  with  relation  to  the  caufes  of  earZ?^  ^  fom™hat  “  more  par- 
“  phical  view  did  not  Hop  there  but  ,?  hqUakes-  “  confidered  in  a Philcfo- 
“  dent  of  Divinity in  a  InZ  ‘ \^ch  them  asaib*' 

known  of  thts  learned  Sermon  in  feafon  I  mipht  h!  d'fplayed , at  largc.  Had  £ 
another  tlluftrious  name,  befides  thofe  o’/ne  J  t  hav*  aGorncd  my  ^ourfc  with 
.  *  sormwTdN,  Boyle,  &c.  I  might  at  the 
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^me  time  have  corroborated  that  particular  in  it,  which  relates  to  the  exigence 
of  fubterraneous  caverns,  by  the  teftimony  of  an  unexceptionable  witnefs,  a  who 
“  in  accounting  for  thefe  natural  caufes  f  as  he  by  a  remarkable  peculiarity  of 
phrafe  exprefles  himfelf,  “  goes  no  further  than  he  has  feen  with  his  eyes.’7  In 
thefe  refpefis,  might  this  learned  fermon  have  added  to  my  difcourfe,  both  or¬ 
nament  and  ftrength.  But  alas  !  fo  fcanty  was  my  knowledge,  that 
fome  weeks  had  palled,  after  the  delivery  of  my  difcourfe,  before  I  faw,  or  fo 
much  as  heard  of  this  Sermon  ;  tho’  it  was  printed  above  28  years  ago.  To 
prevent  the  like  unhappy  accidents  for  the  future,  I  would  humbly  propofe  it  to 
the  confideration  of  this  Rev.  Author,  who,  I  doubt  not,  is  very  willing  that 
pofterity,  as  well  as  the  prefent  age,  fhould  enjoy  the  advantage  of  his  learned 
labors  ;  whether  it  may  not  be  advifable  for  him  to  depofite  a  copy  of  this 
Sermon  in  the  public  library  of  Harvard-C ollege,  for  the  benefit  of  my  Suc- 
ceffors  and  of  that  whole  Society,  in  all  fucceeding  generations. 

But  notwithstanding  the  approbation  fo  gracioufly  not  ^vith-held ,  and  amidfl  a 
great  deal  of  unmerited  encomium,  for  which  I  return  this  Rev.  Divine  my 
moil  humble  thanks,  I  have  the  mortification  to  meet  with  fome  grounds  for 
complaint  in  this  paper.  1  might  offer  it  as  a  matter  of  complaint,  that  this 
Rev.  Gentleman  reprefents  “  me  to  have  confidered,  agreable  to  my  academi- 
“  cal  office,  natural  caufes  meerly  or  chiefly  in  a  Philofophical  view,  as  the  ^ 
11  powers  and  operations  of  material  fubflances  :  Whereas  agreable  to  his  pe- 
“  culiar  office/as  a  fludent  of  Divinity ,  he  went  on”  [in  his  Sermon  aforefaid] 

“  to  confider  thofe  material  caufes  as  aded  upon —  by  God,”  &c.  The  word, 
meerly,  here  ufed  does  not  convey  a  juft  idea,  either  of  the  nature  of  my  ac¬ 
ademical  office,  or  of  my  condud  in  it.  The  confideration  of  a  Deity  is  not 
peculiar  to  Divinity,  but  belongs  alfo  to  natural  Philofophy.  And  indeed  the 
main  bufinefs  of  natural  Philofophy  is,  to  trace  the  chain  of  natural  caufes  from 
one  link  to  another,  till  we  come  to  the  First  Cause  ;  who,  in  Philofophy, is 
confidered  as  prefiding  over,  and  continually  aduating,  this  whole  chain  and  eve¬ 
ry  link  of  it  ;  and  accordingly,  I  have  ever  been  careful  to  give  my  difeourfes 
this  turn.  To  “  confider  natural  caufes  7neerly  as  the  powers  and  operations  of 
“  material  fubftances,”  would  be  to  confider  them, not  in  a  Philofophical ,  but  in 
an  atheiflical ,  view.  I  know  it  will  be  faid,that  the  force  of  the  word,  meerly, 
is  qualified  by  the  other  word,  chiefly ,  here  joined  with  it.  But  thefe  words  do 
not  well  confift  together,  the  ideas  fignified  by  them  mutually  excluding  each 
other  ;  fo  that  whenever  one  of  them  can  be  ufed  with  propriety  and  truth, the 
other  cannot.  I  might,  I  fay,  have  offered  this  as  a  matter  of  complaint.  But 
as  I  find  below,  that  “  by  feveral  paflages  in  my  Ledure,  this  Rev.  Divine 
“  doubts  not  my  full  concurrence  with  him  in  afterting  the  agency  of  God,  in 
“  all  the  operations  of  nature”  ;  I  fhall  only  fay,  that  the  reft  of  the  fentence 
without  this  word,  meerly,  would,  have  given  a  jufter  reprefentation  of  the 
cafe  ;  nor  would  the  omiflion  of  this  word,  as  I  humbly  conceive,  have  at  al> 
weakened  finis  Gentleman’s  paper.  But  I  proceed  to  other  matters. 

I  foon  find  myfelf  charged  with  miftakes  ;  —  with  having  miftaken  this  Rev. 
Divine  “  in  feveral  places  of  his  late  appendix ,  and  in  general  in  the  defig  n  there - 

~  °  “  of.” 

u  _  i 

a  See  marginal  note,  p.  10,  of  the  Sermon  refer’d  to. 
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11  of.”  And  it  is  repeated  a  little  lower,  that  “  I  have  unhappily  miftaken 
“  him  in  feveral  parts  of  his  laid  Appendix”  That  midakes,  and  unhappy  ones 
too,  have  been  committed  in  this  affair,  I  make  no  doubt.  Where  thofe  mif- 
takes  ought,  in  judice,  to  be  placed  ;  I  fhall  now,  with  this  Rev.  Divine’s  in¬ 
dulgence,  and  with  the  liberty  of  <c  a  free  inquirer  after  truth,”  proceed  to  ex¬ 
amine. 

This  charge  of  midakes  confids  of  two  parts,  id,  That  I  have  midaken 
him  in  feveral places  of  his  Appendix.  And  2dly,  That  I  have  midaken  him  in 
general ,  in  the  main  defign  thereof.  Let  me  confider  each  of  thefe  charge* 
didin&ly. 

Th  zftrft  is.  That  “  I  have  midaken  him  in  feveral  parts  of  his  late  Appen- 
fi  dix.”  As  this  Rev.  Divine  has  not  thought  proper  to  point  out  any  of  thefe 
feveral  miflakes ,  I  am  forced  to  guefs  at  them  as  well  as  I  can.  What  number 
of  particulars  he  ufually  includes  in  this  indeterminate  word  feveral, ox  what  idea 
he  affixes  to  it,  I  am  not  able  to  fay.  But  in  the  prefent  cafe,  I  am  fure  that 
he  cannot  include  more  than  two  ;  becaufe  I  am  fure  that  I  have  quoted  and  re¬ 
marked  on  no  more  than  two  palfages  of  that  appendix  (didinguilh’d  from  the 
P.  S.  to  it,  as  he  himfelf  didinguifhes  them  in  this  very  paper)  ;  and  I  am  fure' 
too,  that  he  will  not  tax  me  with  having  midaken  him  in  thofe  other  parts  of 
his  appendix,  concerning  which  I  have  faid  nothing.  One  of  thefe  quotations 
is  from  tne  upper  part  of  p.  21  of  his  appendix,  concerning  the  <c  waving  about 
“  of  the  ele&rical  fubdance  in  different  parties  in  the  earth  below,”  St c.  The 
other  is  from  the  lower  part  of  his  p.  20.  concerning  (i  an  equal  didribution 
“  of  this  fubdance  in  the  earth,  not  producing  any  conculfions  there.”  The 
greated  polfible  number  of  midakes,  therefore,  that  can  be  fuppofed,  is  but  two. 
Now  if  the  Reader  will  pleafe  to  obferve,  that  both  thefe  quotations  relate  pre- 
cifely  to  one  and  the  fame  thing ,  namely,  whether  there  he  an  equal  dijlribntion 
of  this  fubftance  in  the  earth  below ,  or  an  unequal  diftribution  of  it  into  different 
parties  ;  he  will  immediately  fee,  that  this  reduces  the  two  fuppofed  midakes 
to  one .  And  if  he  will  farther  confider,  that  the  >vhole  argument  of  my  appen¬ 
dix,  except  what  relates  to  this  Gentleman’s  Podfcript,  is  levell’d  againd  this 
Jingle  principle ,  viz.  That  “  there  is  an  unequal  diftribution  of  this  eleldrical 
“  fubftance  in  the  earth  ft  in  the  fenfe  there  explained  ;  and  that  this  Rev. 
Divine  avows  this  to  have  been,  and  dill  to  be,  his  principle ,  by  faying  in  this 
paper,  that  “  he  cannot  yet  fee,  that  I  have  clearly  proved  the  contrary  con- 
“  clufion”:  If  theReader  confiders  this, he  will  clearly  fee  the  neceflity  of  making 
a  farther  redu&ion,  and  of  bringing  the  fuppofed  one  midake,  to  none.  I  can¬ 
not  yet  fee  any  way  of  reconciling  this  charge  with  truth,  but  by  fuppofing  that 
this  learnedDivine  has  miftaken  the  ufual  acceptation  of  the  word ,  feveral ;  and 
that  he  here  annexes  the  fame  idea  to  it,  as  is  annexed  to  the  word,  none ,  by 
other  people.  I  mud  therefore,  till  I  am  better  inform’d,  take  the  true  mean¬ 
ing  of  thefe  paffages  to  be,  that  I  have  unhappily  not  miftaken  him  at  all. 
So  much  for  the  charge  of,  feveral  miflakes.  Proceed  we  now  to 

The  Second , —  the  charge  of  midakingin  general  the  main  defign  of  that 
u  appendix'.”  I  am  in  no  pain  led  this  part  of  the  charge  fhould  be  made  out 
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againfl  me  ;  becaufe  I  have  notfaid  one  word,  from  which  it  is  pollible,  for  this 
Rev.  Divine,  or  any  body  elfe,  to  colled  what  I  thought  was  the  main  defign 
o  that  appendix  :  And  until  my  opinion  in  this  matter  be  known,  it  will  be  no 
ea  y  talk,  I  apprehend,  to  prove  that  I  have  been  miftaken  in  it.  But  though  I 
lave  no  where  laid  what  I  thought  the  main  defign  of  that  appendix  was,  yet  I 
ha\e  laid  that,  from  which  it  may  be  plainly  enough  collected  what  I.tho’t  it 
was  not ;  namely,  that  “  it  was- 720/  to  alfert  or  prove  that  the  eledrical  fub- 
hance  mufi  be  admitted  as  the  caufe  of  earthquakes.”  This  was  lufficiently 
diicoveredby  the  beginning  of  my  Appendix,  which  was,  that  <c  A  little  trad” 
(meaning  Mr.  Princes  Appendix  and  Poftfcript)  —  “  hinted  at  a  different 
“  caufe  of  earthquakes.”  I  ufed  this  word,  hint,  on  purpofeto  guard  againll 
this  very  midake  of  my  meaning,  into  which  this  Rev.  Divine  lias  unhappily  fal¬ 
len.  It  is  a  word  that  I  could  never  have  thought  of  tiling,  had  I  imagined  that 
the  main  defign  of  his  appendix  was,  to  affert  and  prove  that  a  different  caufe  of 
earthquakes  mufi  be  admitted.  To  fiy  that  the  main  defign  of  a  book  is  hinted 
at  m  it,  would  be  fuch  a  ftrange  abufe  of  language,  as  1  hope  I  fa  all  never  be 
guilty  of.  This  word,  hint,  plainly  lhewed,that  I  took  the  difcourling  of  the 
eledrical  fubftance  as  the  caufe  of  earthquakes,  not  to  be  the  main  defign  of  that 
appendix.  My  not  declaring,  what  I  took  it’s'  main  defign  to  be ,  did  ‘not  pro¬ 
ceed  from  any  backwardnefs  to  do  it,  but  purely  from  it’s  being  intirely  foreign 
from  the  delign  of  my  appendix.  It  was  not  my  main  dclign,  nor  any  part  of 
my  defign,  to  write  an  appendix  in  oppofition  to  the  main  delign  of  Mf. Prince  s 
Appendix,  as  he  feems  to  think,  when  he  calls  my  Appendix  an  anfwer  to  his  • 
but  only  to  redify  the two  particulars,  mentioned  in  the  title  of  my  Appendix* 
in  which  I  apprehended  this  learned  Divine  to  have  been  miftaken.  And  it  was 
with  an  expreis  intention  to  give  notice  to  every  Reader  that  the  main  fubjefi 
oi  my  appendix  was  different  from  his,  that  I  gave  my  appendix  a  different  title 
There  could  not,  therefore,  be  the  lead  occafion  for  me  to  fay,  what  I  thought 
the  main  delign  of  his  appendix  was.  However,  fmee  he  has  drawn  this  matter 
into  public  debate,  I  will  do  it  now  :  And  I  do  it  in  full  fccurity,  that  I  cannot 
even  then  be  convicted  of  having  miftaken  it  ;  unlefs  he  has  miftaken  it  himfelf  • 
Becaufe  in  this  laft  paper  he  explains  it  to  be  the  fame  as  I  have  all  along  fup- 
poffd  it  to  be.  I  diu,  when  I  wrote  my  appendix,  and  do  ftill  fuppofe,  that  the 
main  defign  of  his  appendix  was,  by  the  help  of  thofe  nine  particulars ,  which 
two  unequal  clouds,  unequally  charged  with  the  eledrical  fubftance,  and  at  a 
proper  diftance  from  each  other,  will  all  as  if  they  pcrfeflly  knew]  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  new  proof  of  the  continued  agency  of  God.  A  defign  'this,  truly 
excellent  and  noble,  and  every  way  worthy  of  this  Gentleman,  in  his  complex 
charader  of  Philofopher  and  Divine  !  This  was  a  delign,  which  tho’  I  think  I 
fhould  not  have  profccuted  exadly  in  the  fame  way  as  this  Rev.  Gentleman  has 
thought  proper  to  do,  yet  I  had  no  inclination  to  interfere  with,  at  all  •  and 
with  which,  when  concluded  in  a  manner  that  appears  to  me  agreable  to  truth 
I  truft  I  fhall  never  interfere.  But  to  prove  the  continued  agency  of  Go d 
there  was  no  neceffity  of  making  a  new  fuppofition  concerning  the  caufes  of 
earthquakes  ;  fince  ail  the  phenomena  of  nature  afford  proofs,  and  the  famc 

^  °f  Proofs  of' point.  Borin  every  cafe,  without  the  exception 
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of  a  Angle  one,  where  bodies  are  moved  to  or  from  each  other,  according  to 
fixed  and  determinate  laws,  it  may  with  the  fame  propriety  be  faid.  that  he 
bodies  aa  as  if  they  perfeQly  knew  what  thofe  laws  are.  The  fulphu  eou», 
nitrons  and  other  fubftances,  with  which  this  Rev  Divine  was  fatisfied,  m  ac¬ 
counting  for  earthquakes,  28  years  ago,  would  therefore  have  anfwered  the 
general  defign  ;  tho’  perhaps  it  might  be  fomewhat  difficult  to  form  fo  fwfnx- 
in?  an  argument  from  them,  or  to  make  out  th t  fame  number  of  particulars,  ill 
which  t'nefe  “  afi:  like  perfedly  knowing  and  fpontaneous  agents.  , 

We  have  at  laft  got  thro’  the  article  of  miftakes  ;  and  the  Reader  is  by 
this  time  Qualified  to  judge,  to  whofe  account  the  miftakes,  which  have  an  fen 
in  this  debate,  are  to  be  placed.  To  his  decifion,  therefore,  I  chearfully 

In  explaining  what  was  the  main  defign  of  his  appendix,  this >  Rev.  Divine 
tells  ns,  that  “  He  only  fuppofed,  that  from  Mr.  Franklin  s  difcovenes  -It 
«  fcems  very  likely,  that  this  elearical  fubftance,  with  the  others  mentioned 
fthe  fulphureous  &c.3  “is  a  principal  inftrument  in  producing  earthquakes”. 
Between  this  paffage  and  the  appendix  there  feems  to  be  a  variance.  fhat 
told  us,  that  “(Mr.  Franklin  fuggefted^  the  likelihood5'  of  this  hypothecs. 
For  fach  is  the  grammatical  connexion  of  the  firfb  paragraph  of  the  appendix. 
_ «  Mr.  Franklin — has  — furpriz’d — the  world  with  his  difcoveries  of  the 

Elearical  Subfiance  .—and  with  good  reafon  fuggefts,  that— it  feems  very 
«  likely  that  this  Elearical  Subjlance ,  with  the  others  mentioned,  is  *  principal 
<<  injlrument  in  producing’  earthquakes ”.  Indeed,  I  am  not  certain  that  I  can 
<<  clearly  prove  this  conclufion”,.  from  grammatical  connexion  ;  becaufe  I 
find  by  feveral  inftances  in  this  learned  Divine’s  laft  paper,  that  he  is  inverted 
t  with  the  prerogative  of  difpenfing  fometimes  with  grammatical  niceties  ;  which 
perhans  may  have  been  done  in  the  prefent  cafe.  .  However,,  as  I  know^  no 
better  way  to  come  at  the  meaning,  I  ihall  follow  this,  for  the  prefect.  Here 
then  I  am  held  in  fufpence  as  to  the  real  Author  of  this  fuggcftion  or  fuppo- 
fition,  not  daring  to  follow  either  the  appendix  or  the  laft  paper,  left  I  fliould 
be  charged  with  mift akin g  the  other.  But  I  fhould  be  very  glad  to  have  this 
matter  cleared  up  ;  and  to  be  certainly  informed  whether  it  were  Mr.  Prince 
or  Mr.  Franklin  that  “  fuggefted  the  great  likelihood,  that  the  ekdrical 
“  fubftance  is  a  principal  inftrument  in  producing  earthquakes”.  My  reafon  is, 
that  if  it  were  Mr.  Franklin,  I  would  humbly  requeft  to  be  informed,  in 
which  of  his  books  he  has  made  this  fuggeftion  ;  being  extremely  curious  to 
know  what  is  faid  upon  this  fubjeft  by  a  Gentleman,  not  leis  noted  for  the 
folidity  of  his  judgement ,  than  for  the  acutenefs  of  his  penetration. 

The  next  paffage  that  calls  for  notice, is, that  “  notwithstanding  all  my  granted 
,  Premijfes  about  Elearics  and  Non-elearics  ;  he  cannot  yet  lee,  that  I  have 
i  i  clearly  proved  this  conclufion,  that  there  can  be  no  unequal  dijlribution  of  this 
«<  elearical  fubftan'ce  in  the  earth  or  terraqueous  globe”.  What  the  true  reafon 
fliould  be,  why  this  Rev.  Philofopher,  whofe  quickfightednefs  as  to  fome  things 
is  not  to  bp  queftioned,does  not  fee  the  force  of  my  argument,  I  will  not  pre¬ 
fume  to  guefs.  Upon  the  moft  careful  review,  I  can  difcover  no  defecft  in  the 
argument  itfelf.  Iu  the  courfe  of  that  argument,  I  confidered  two  different 

fuppolitions 


) 


I 


A  LETTER,  6 


c. 


1 


luppufinons,  which  I  thought  were  the  only  poflible  ones  that  could  be  made 
to  the  fituation  of  eleancs  and  non-eleflrics  in  the  bowels  of  the  earth  •  which 

a  non‘c^e^nc  1S  inertly  furrounded  with  ele&rics  *  or 
it  is  not  mtnrty fur  rounded  with  them  ;  and  in  each  of  thefe  fuppofi’tinn/ 
fhevved,  from  the  laws  of  eleflricity,  and  with  fomc  tolerable  degree  of clear 

cSrfcal  fuh(hTCd  '-ly  ^  ^  tbere  COllW  be  00  une1uaI  dilution  of  the 
cleeh teal  iubltance  in  the  earth.  And  that  this  argument  was  nor  ,yf,v  i 

fhe,C,l?Aeith<ir  'n!  Cliarm’fi  I  have  the  fatisfaflion  fince  to  find  by 

e  effta  it  has  had  in  convincing  fome  others,  who,  were  I  at  liberty  to  name 

em,  would,  I  dare  fay,  be  umverfally  allow’d  to  be  very  competenHudaes  oc 
the  goodnefs  of  an  argument.  If  this  Rev.  Divine  can  /how  any  /W  ffDD0 
htion  that  can  be  made,  different  from  thefe  two,  viz.  that  a  non-efeS  i' 
inttnly  furrounded  with  eleftncs,  or, not  intirely furrounded  with  them  •  I  fha]l 

",°  W,  t0/°ffs’  that  my  argument Vnot  adapted,  in  any  pa’rt  oft! 
,o  lcrach  thl.s  ‘btrd  cafe.  But  to  attempt  to  vindicate  it,  as  it  relates  to  the 
t,vo  fuppofitions  on  which  I  founded  it,  before  I  am  ihewed  the  particular  parts 
n  which  it  is  fuppofed  to  be  defedive,  would  be  but  a  mifpence  of  timeP  I 
fhall  therefore  fay  nothing  upon  it,  till  I  fee  thofe  Remarh  and  Queftions 
which  this  Rev.  Divine  gives  me  fome  reafon  to  expeft  I  may  be  honw’d  with 
hereafter.  As  to  which,  I  can  only  fay  at  prefent,  that  whenever  he  ZS 
thivk  it  a  proper  feafen  to  communicate  them,  I  {hall  be  ready  to  attend  him  - 
..nd  too  he  may  perhaps  a(k  more  queftions  than  I  can  anfwer,  I  fhalj  ende- 

kfhal/th1'6’  b0*  h?  Md  ,the  pUbl‘C’  the  beft  fatisfaflion  I  am  able.  And  if 
n  {hall  then  appear,  that  I  have  advanced  any  thing,  either  in  point  of  fj  or 

argument,  which  I  am  not  able  to  defend  ;  I  will  give  it  up  honertfy  and  frankly 

without  any  evafions,  tergiverfations,  or  fubterfuges  whatsoever.  '  ’  ’ 

.  Th°ugh  I  am  veiy  willing  to  have  the  prefent  debate  brought  to  a  fneedv- 

lfiue,  yet  to  defire  this  Rev.  Gentleman  to  write  again  upon  this  fubjea  befo-e 

he  has  confidered  it,  might  carry  the  appearance  of  difrefpea  -—an  imnn 

tation,  which  I  would  carefully  avoid,  as  inconGfte.it  with  the  profound  vene- 

ration  I  hare  for  the  united  chafers  of  a  Philofipher  and  a  Divine  How 

ever,  I  cannot  conceal  my  aftonilhment  at  the  reafon  here  given  for  not  uerfiiiL 

thefe  “  inquiries  into  the  natural  caufes  of  earthquakes  at  prefent”  '  It  is  for 

fear  of  “  diverting  the  minds  of  any,  in  this  extraordina/y  fcffon'  from  at 

<(  tendmg  t0  Tt£7  °f  ln,fincdy  greater moment  5  and  from  improving  their 
prefent,  awakened  apprehenfions  and  impreflions”  &c.  “  Left,  while  for  the 

gratification  of  their  curio/, ty,  they  are  bufied  in  enquiring  into  thofe  material 

mftruments  of  earthquakes,  their  minds  fhou Id  be  taken  off  from  their  iuft 

‘  concern  and  labour  to  fecure  their  eternal  intereft”.  Upon  which  I  would 

n extraordinary  fcafon”  now,  than  it  was  28  years  ago  when 
this  P htlofophtcal  Sermon  was  printed  ?  or  than  it  was  two  months  ago  ’  when 
it  was  reprinted,  with  the  addition  of  a  curious  Appendix  and  Poflfcript  ’>  Were 
not  people,  at  both  thofe  times,  under  as  “  awakened  apprehenfions  and  im- 
preftions  as  they  are  at  prefent  ?  and  did  not  this  Rev.  Divine  know  it  >  If 
there  was  no  danger  then  of  “  diverfing  the  minds  of  any  from  attending  to 
matters  of  infinitely  greater  moment,  by  Inquiries  into  the  natural  caufes 
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“  of  earthquakes”,  whence  arifes  the  danger  no*w  ?  Can  there  be  a  utter  fea 
fon  for  humble  inquiry  into  the  works  of  God,  than  when  the  min  s  o  peop  ^ 
are  under  <c  awakened  apprehenflons  and  impreflions  of  His  gieatnes,.  is 
majefiy,  His  power,  His  goodnefs,  as  fupreme  Governor  .  an  continue 
<{  Preserver”  of  univerfal  nature  ?  And  have  not  lucii  inquiries,  when  proper  y 
conducted,  a  dire<ft  tendency  to  promote,  and  not  to  obliruct,  Re  • 

Is  it  not  evident,  that  this  Rev.  Divine  has,  within  the  two  lalt  months, 
intirely  changed  kis  fentiments  with  refpe<5t  to  the  influence  whic  Pni  o  op  iic<r. 
inquiries  have  upon  matters  of  religion  ?  Had  he  been  of  the  opinion  ne  ras 
newly  embraced,  before  the  publication  of  his  Appendix  and  Poi  crip t,  a  t  ns 
debate  had  been  presented.  Now  it  is  this  change  that  aftoni  ies  me  ,  ecau  c 
fome  other  parts  of  this  paper  afford  llrong  evidence,  that  he  is  a  Gent  eman 
not  much  given  to  change.  If  any  of  our  Readeis  Inould  inquire,  w  imee  ti  is 
hidden  change  of  fentiments  can  proceed  ;  I  am  not  able  to  inform  them,  and 
fo  leave  it.  Far  be  it  from  me  to  infinuate,  that  it  proceeds  from  the  prelent 

exigence  of  his  affairs.  . 

The  lafe  paragraph  of  this  paper  relates  to  the  Poftfcript  about  ye  iron- 

points  ;  as  to  which  this  Rev.  Divine  is  exceeding  fhort.  Upon  this  head,  we 
hear  not  a  word  of,  unhappy  mi/lakes  o(  his  meaning,  either  in  feveral parti¬ 
culars,  or  in  the  main  defign  ;  not  a  word  of,  cone lujions  not  clearly  proved  ; 
nor  of,  remarks  and  queflions#  ut  off  for  the  prefent,  but  which  may  be  propoled 
at  fome  uncertain  time  hereafter.  As  to  all  thefe  things,  mere  is  a  deepfilence. 
The  proper  conclufion  from  which,  as  this  Rev.  Divine  did  not  care  to  fpeak 
out  plainly, fo  neither  do  I.  But  altho’  appearances  are  in  fome  meal ure  laved  by 
favinv,  “  he  is  yet  uncertain  about  the  influence  of  points  va,  earthquakes  , 
vet  we  may  be  very  fure,  that  he  does  not  retain  any  real  fufpicion  of  danger 
from  them.  Let  his  own  words  vouch  for  this.  “  As  I  never  ,  fays  he, 
«  nx>as  againjl  ere  fling  them"  [the  points']  "with  a  due  fubmiffion  to  the 
fovereipn  Will  and  Power  and  Government  of  God  in  nature,  in  humble 
Hopes'of  greater  Safety,  and  with  a  becoming  Truft  in  Him,  and  not  in 
<•  them  •  /  am  of  the  fame  Mindjlill".  Is  it  poffible  for  any  man,  who  has 
a  fufpicion,  that  “  iron-points  expofe  the  parts  of  the  earth,  where  they  are 
“  erected,  to  more  earthquakes,  and  more  fhocking  ones  ;  is  it  poihble  for 
fuch  a  man  to  be  for  ereHing  thefe  points  "  in  humble  hopes  of  greater  lafety  . 

But  I  forbear  to  prefs  the  argument  any  farther.  ‘ 

To  conclude.  I  cannot  but  efteem  it  an  high  felicity  to  have  refeued  this 
worthy  Divine  from  the  panic  which  had  feized  him,  when  he  wrote  his  Poft- 
feript  about  the  iron-points  ;  and  by  him,  confequentially,  a  great  number  or 
others  efpecially  of  the  more  timorous  Sex  (fo  extenfive  is  his  influence  !)  who 
have  been  thrown  into  unreafonable  terrors,  by  means  of  a  too  flendei  acquain- 
tance  with  the  laws  of  electricity.  It  affords  me  a  Angular  pleafure,  under  the 
groundlefs  charges  which  have  been  laid  upon  me,  to  reflect,  that  I  have  not 
written  altogether  in  vain. 
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